Closing Speech for Defence,
Sir H. Curtis Bennett
give evidence as do Dr. Spilsbury and Sir William Willcox. They
are accustomed to give evidence over and over again, and, being
accustomed to give evidence, they go into the witness-box, and
you notice how extraordinarily careful they are, and quite rightly,
to give a studied answer; and all I say is that those gentlemen
who have had not so much expert experience or material before them
have had, perhaps, a good deal more ordinary business of a medical
man in their ordinary experience as a doctor. Dr. Ainslie and
Dr. Steed are well known, and are of great experience, and I ask
you to take their evidence into consideration as seriously as the
evidence given for the prosecution; and, directly you do that, what
is the position you are in? That there are doctors for the prose-
cution on the one side, and three for the defence taking entirely
different views as to the symptoms in this case, and on considera-
tion of those symptoms are you going to say, when you are dealing
with a question of life and death, " We are going to pick out
these two and disregard the three "1 Are not the witnesses for
the defence just as credible as those for the prosecution"? And if
you are left in doubt and in the position of being able to say to
yourselves, " We hear so much about Dr. Spilsbury and Sir
William Willcox, but, on the other hand, we know of Dr. Ainslie
and Dr. Steed ;?—if you are left in that position, then I am sure
that in dealing with a matter of this sort you will find, as you
will be told you ought to find, for the prisoner if you are left in
doubt, and that you will give a verdict of not guilty.
From 1915 right up to 1919—I will not deal with the little
details—Mrs. Armstrong was suffering more or less from rheuma-
tism and loss of power in her hands and feet. All those symptoms
were in existence before May, 1919, and in May, 1919, they were
eo severe that Dr. Hincks is called in, and he treats her up to
August, 1920—perhaps in the early part of that year 1920 she was
not suffering from neuritis in such a serious form; but can it be
said that is a fair basis to start the case on? Can you say that
up to August, 1920, Mrs. Armstrong was a normal healthy woman 7
She had been suffering not only from neuritis, rheumatism, and
loss of power in the hands and feet, but from indigestion. I do
not use the expression " a martyr to indigestion," but she had
suffered from indigestion all that time, and you have heard from
the doctors to-day that she was suffering from poisoning herself,
owing to some of her organs not acting properly, and you will
expect symptoms of constipation and flatulence or indigestion, and
it is a most extraordinary thing that whenever it comes to a test
the symptoms in this case are found to be consistent absolutely
with the cause of the illness of Mrs. Armstrong up to February,
1921, being the result of natural causes.
Then she goes to Barnwood Asylum on the 22nd August, 1920,
and up till that date, when these experts for tfie Crown are cross-
examined, they have to admit that there is no evidence of arsenical
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